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I, 


EXPLICATION de deux Medail- 
les Samaritaines, par le P. H. J. 


That is, AN EXPLIC ATION of 


Two Samaritan Medals, 
H. a Fefuit. 


| MONG all the Medals, commonly 
A call’d Samaritan, which have been 
difcovered to this Day, I have feen 
none that deferve to be fo carefully minded, 
as thofe which make the Subje& of this Di 
courfe. They are lodged in the Cabinet of 
Mr. de Boze, Secretary to the Royal Acade- 
my of In{criptions and Medals, and may be 
look’d upon as fingular, fince they have not 
been mentioned (that I know of ) by any of 
thofe, who have writ concerning Samaritan 
Medals within thefe 150 Years, and above. 
The Firft is of middle Brafs: Ic has on 
the one Side a Palm-tree, the Symbol of 
judes, with this Infcription of Three Words 
in Three feveral Lines, which I reprefent 
here in as many Hebrew Chara@ers, as there 
are Samaritan Letters upon the Medal, be- 
caufe it is the fame Language: 


Re 
RD) 
That is, Simeon Princeps Ifrael. The Two 
Firft Letters of each Word are on the Left 


By Father 


Side of the Palm-tree, and the others on the 
Right. Underneath, on the Left Side, 
there is alfo aSchin (W), which renders that 
Medal very fingular, as I fhall thew 
hereafter. On the Reverfe there is a Vine- 
leaf, to denote that the Country for which 
the Medal was ftampt, was fruitful in Wine, 
according to the paren of Facob in Gene- 
fis, Chap. XLIX. v. 11. The Legend round 
the Vine-leaf confifts only of thefe Letters, 
becaufe the Three Firft were not ftampt by 
the Coin. 


Ontw' Moe? or... 


The Two Firft Letters to be feen here 
pialely fhew that the whole Legend ran 
thus: 


bRow N77 NAN MW 


As it may be feen at length upon another 
Medal belonging to the King. The Mean- 
ing of thofe Words is, Anne primo redempti« 
onis Ifrael. The Medals which juftify the 
Epochs mentioned in the Hiftory of the 
Maccabees, ought not to be flighted by the 
Catholicks. This Medal is one of that 
Kind, as well as the Greek Medals of the 
Kings of Syria; for they juftify all theEpochs 
fet down in that Hiftory, ‘ 
The other Medal is not lefs important in 
its Kind. Ie is of fmall Brafs, very neat 


and well preferved. ‘There is a Palm-tree 
on the one Side, as in the Firft; but the 
Infcription confifts of Two Lines in un- 
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known Charaéters. A Bunch of Grapes is 
to be feen on the Reverfe. The Legend 
round it is in Samaritan Letters, as in the 
Firft Medal. 


Sew M87 NNR Iw 


‘Anno prime redemptionis Irael. All the Diffi- 
culty that concerns this Medal, runs upon 
the unknown Charaéters. Whoever under- 
takes to judge of them by their Figures, or 
their Affinity with fome other Letters , can 
only advance frivolous Conje&tures. Better 
Proofs are requifice to give a plaufible Ac- 
count of thofe Letters. It feems to me, 
that this unknown Legend is nothing elfe 
but the Two Firft Words of the Firft- Me- 
dal: RY) [TYOW Simeon Princeps. My 
Reafons for it are thefe, 1. That thofe Two 
Words appear in Two Lines, as on the Firft 
Medal 2. That each of them confifts of 
the fame Number of Letters, as the Samari- 
tan and Hebrew Words, viz. Five for the 
Word Simeon, and Four for the Word which 
fignifies Prince. 3. That the Third Letter 
ot the Hebrew Word Naf, which is a Jod, 
is alfothe Third here, and of the fame Fi- 
gure with the Samaritan Jod. Which may 
proceed from the Neighbourhood of the 
Two Nations , whofe Chara&ters are repre. 
fented upon the Medal. °Tis true it would 
follow from this Hypothefis,that the Nun, in 
thofe unknown Letters, would not be the 
fame at the End of a Word as at the Begin- 
ning, and that the Sin would differ from the 
Schin; but this might be really fo, fince 
that Difference of the fame Letters, accord- 
ing to their different Situation, is very fre- 
quent in the drabick Language. 4. Laftly, 
all the Medals that have on the one Side, 
Libertatu Jerufalem, redemptionis Ifrael, re- 
demptionis Sion, or, as I have feen it upon 
Nine Medals belonging to Mr. de Boze, liber- 
tatu, OF liberationis Sion; I fay, all thofe 
Medals have on the other Side the Name of 
Simeon, either alone , or with the Title of 
Prince of Urael, or at leaft with the ¥ear 
when Ifracl was freed from the Yoke of the 
Nations, as we read in the If Book of 
Maccabees, Chap. XIM. v. 4s. Is it not 
therefore very likely , that fince the Year of 
that Deliverance is plainly fet down on the 
Reverfe of that Second Medal , as it ison 
the Reverfe of the Firft, the Legend upon 
the principal Side of i¢ is alfo. much the 
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fame with that of the Firft Medal, as the 
Symbols are alfo much the fame on both 
Medals ? 

Thofe Letters, which are {6 differene 
from the Samaritan f{tampt upon the other 
Side, feem to me to be the Babylonian Cha. 
rafter ; as that which Bors by the Name of 
Samaritan, is properly the Afyrian CharaGer 
which the Cutheans ufed, all the Letters 
whereof, except Five, may be feen upon 
Medals. The Holy Scripture gives room 
for fuch a Conje&ture, in the [Vth Book of 
Kings, Chap. XVII. v. 24. where it fays, 
that the King of my having tranfported 
the Jfraelites into his Dominions, broughs 
Men from Babylon and from Cuthah, and from 
Three other {mall Countries, who poffefid 
Samaria, and dwelt in the Cities thereof The 
Two Firft Countries, mentioned by the 
Sacred Writer, were the moft confiderable, 
and. probably border’d one upon another ; 
for they feem to be named according to their 
Situation. In order to converfe and trade 
with the Fews and Ifraelites, thofe Babyloni. 
ans and Cutheans might have learn’d the He 
brew Tongue, without forgetting their own 
Language ; as Abrabam did, when he came 
into the Land of Canaan. 

Thofe Babylonians and Cuthean: preferved 
alfo their way of Writing; for it would 
have been a very difficule thing to make 
whole Colonies alter ic, their King being 
the {only one who had an Authority over 
them. The Prieft whom Ss/manazar fent 
to that People, to teach them what God they 
were to worfhip, was not fent to be their 
School.mafter, and to teach them to read 
and to write; and therefore they conrinued 
to {peak and to write, as they did before. 
The Prieft himfelf fpoke to them in their 
own Language: He had been long enough 
in Affyria to learn it. They were Mafters 
of the Country. The /fraelites did not re- 
turn into it, but long after, and in fmalf 
Numbers ; and therefore they found it ne- 
céffary to follow the way of Writing that 
prevailed in the Country fince their Depat- 
ture: 

It was not fo with the Jewr, whom Nébw 
chadnexzar tranfported to Babylon. For God 
having affured them, that they fhould return 
from their Captivity in a Body within Se- 
venty Years, they conftantly preferved theit 
Ancient Way of writing their Language. 
Bxra had no Authority to make fuch an Al- 

teration. 
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teration. The Fews, and the Ifraeliter of the 
Ten Tribes upon their Return, and thofe 
who remained in the Country, would have 
cried him down as an Innovator , had he at- 
tempted to change the Chara&ers, which 
Abrabam , and Mofes, the Patriarchs and the 
Prophets look’d upon as Holy CharaGers, 
coniecrated by God himfelf; and had he de- 
preciated them fo far, as to fuffer that they 
fhould be ufed by fuch Idolaters as the Cu- 
theans. On the contrary, both Jews and J/- 
raclites preferved the Ancient Characters of 
their Holy Books, as carefully as they do 
now in any part of che World. 

Thus, after the Returm of the I/raelites, 
there were Two different Sorts of Chara- 
&ers in Samaria properly fo call’d, which 
the King of Affria had allotted to his Co- 
lonies. As for the Hebrew Tongue , it pre- 
vailed in every other Part of the Holy Land. 
Thofe Two ways of ce were the Affy- 
rian and the Babylonian; and indeed Affyria 
could hardly afford any other Charatters: 
The Rabbins fay that the Hebrew Character 
which we have now, is the Affyrian Chara. 
Ger: They don’t mean, that it is really the 
Afyrian Charakter ; but only that it may be 
call’d an Afyrian CharaGter , that is a happy 
Charaéter, God himfelf having made ufe of 
it in writing the Tables of the Law, be- 
caufe the fame Word in Hebrew fignifies s/y- 
rian and Happy; Thus Maimonides and many 
others underftood it. What another Jew 
fays in his Commentary upon the Mifchna is 
more folid, viz. that the Chara&er call'd 
Samaritan is no other but that of the Cuthe- 
ans. They writ Hebrew in Cuthean or Affy- 
rian Letters, as the Greeks write the Turkifh 
Language in Greek. 

Ic was doubtlefs a very glorious Thin 
for the High Prieft and Prince of the J/- 
raclites, to have Medals ftampt in his Ho- 
nour with the Charaéters of thofe Two 
Nations, which had been the greateft Ene- 
mies of the Jews , and to fee Babylonian and 
Curhean Colonies among his Subjeéts. By this 
means he did,as it were,triumph overT wo of 
thofe Three Languages, which the Jews ha- 
ted moft. The Third was the Greek , men- 
tioned in Ecclefiafticus, Chap. 28. 

But to keep to the Subje& in Hand, thofe 
who have fome Skill in Medals , will eafily 
grant, that this unknown Charatter is doubt- 
icis that of the foreign Magiftrate, who had 
been ordered to get that Moncey ftampt ; 
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fince that Chara&er is upon the principal 
Side of the Medal; as it is undeniable that 
in other Medals call’d Samaritan, the nobleft 
Side is that on which the Name of the 
Prince appears. ’Tis obfervable that rhis 
Magiftrate does not feem to be an I/vaclite 
fprung from the Pofterity of 7.scos, or a Few 
by his Religion. Which is the Reafon why 
(if my Conjeéture be right) he only inferred 
in the Legend, Simeon Princeps, and not Prin- 
ceps Ifrael, as we read in all other Medals 
where the words Simeon Princeps are to be 
found. Thus that Magiftrate was thePrince’s 
Subje& ; bur he was neither of his Re. 
ligion, nor one of his Nation ; tho he might 
have been like thofe Gentiles who came to 
worfhip at Ferufalem, on the Day of the Paf- 
fover, as we read in Sc. Fobn’s Gofpel, Chap. 
XII. v.20. It-was the Magiftrate of one of 
thofe three Cities of Samaria, which Deme- 
triw, King of Syria , yielded to Fonathar 
Brother and Predecetlor of Simon, as it .ap~ 
pears from the Lit Book of Maccabees , Chap, 
Xv. 30. and Chap. XI. v 34. And there- 
fore he was not obliged to infert on that Side 
of che Medal , Simeon Princeps Ifrael : That 
unknown Character denotes another People 
than that of J/rael, tho depending upon the 
fame Prince: Befides, the Prince’s Keligion 
is fufficiently denoted on the Reverfe, by 
the Words importing , that it is che firtt 
Year of his delivering J/rael from Slave- 
ry. 
The Magiftrate of thofe Cities was not 
fo much’ as a Samaritan; no more than the 
Twrkifhb Cady, whoadminifters Juftice in the 
Cities of Greece, can be call’d a Greek. On 
the contrary , thofe new Comers into Sama- 
ria are diftinguifhed from the Samaritans in 
the IVth Book of Kings, Chap. XVII. v. 29, 
They are that mad People , who dwell at Si- 
chem ; but they are not the only Inhabitants, 
and their Number is not great enough to be 
call’d a Nation hated by God , fays Ecclefia~ 
fticus, who writ about forty Years before 
thofe two Medals were’ftampt: He does 
not call them Samaritans. The Samaritans 
were only the Schifimatick J/raelites , who 
would not worfhip God at Ferufalem , as all 
otherI/raclites did ; and the Holy Scripture, 
in the Gofpel, and in other Places, acknow- 
ledges no other Samaritan: but thole juft now 


mentioned. Thefe Medals are not therefore 
Samaritan Medals , properly {peaking , be- 
caufe they were not ftampt by the Semari- 
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tens : However they may be call’d fo , be- 
caufe they were coined in Samaria. The 
Cutheans and Babylonians , fertled in that 
Country, were obliged to ftamp thofe Me- 
dals with the Name of their Prince , who 
was defirous to fee his Name upon Coins like 
thofe of the Neighbouring my + : This he 
could not have obtained from the People of 
Ferufalem ; and the truc Samaritan: would 
have been as {crupulous about it as the 
Jews. , 
The High Prieft Simon thought he might 
have different Figures of natural Things 
ftampt upon his Coins by Foreigners, with- 
out breaking the Law ; but after he had done 
it four Years in Oppofition to the People, 
he was forced to.yield. For it does not ap- 
pear that there is any Samaritan Medal with 
an Epoch reaching beyond the fourth Year, 
tho the Baron de Spanheim affirms that the 
fixth Year is to be feen upon a Coin ; but 
he does not tell us where he has feenit; and 
"tis highly probable he only went upon the 
Repore of others. Ie was an eafy thing. 
to fearch frequently into the Ruins of Jeru- 
falem : Did ever any body find there a true 
Medal, with another proper Name upon it 
than that of Simon? Why is. he. the only 
one, whofe Name appears upon fuch Me- 
dals ? How comes it that we have no fuch 


Coins,I will not fay of David,Solomon,and all. 


the Kings of I/rael and Judas, but of Fobn 
Son of Simen, High Prieft as well as his Fa- 
ther, and of his Pofterity ? 

I don’t doubt in the leaft but that the I/ra~ 
elites could never be prevailed upon to ftamp 
any figured Money , becaufe they were for- 
bidden by the Law to make any Figure of 
Things which God had aed? ) veo 
Reafon ay oy Simon to have recourfe to 
Foreigners for ftamping his Money, but to 
fuch Foreigners as were his Subje&ts. He 
was forced to it by the People , who were 
jealous of their Rights. The Government 
of Ferufalém, and other Cities. of Paleftine, 
was Democratick , ever fince it appeared 
ftom the Deftru@ion of the Kings of I/rael 
and Juds, that God would have no longer 
any King to reign inthatCountry. This we 
Jearn from the Book of Judith ; from the 1 ft. 
Book of Maccabees, XIL. 6. XIII. 36. XIV. 
20. XV. 2. and from the 2d Book, Chap. L 
w, to. ; from Sc. Matthew, XXVII.20. Se. 
Mark XV. 15. Se. ebm I. 19. from the 44; 
af the Apoftles If. 14, and 23, and from ma- 
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ny other Paflages of the Scripture. Tho 

Simon knew that the Jews were bound to 

have a great Refpe& for him, fince he had 
faved their Country ,which was entirely loft; 

et he fufpeéted, not without Reafon, that 

his affuming the State of a Sovereign, by 
caufing Money to be ftampt with his own 
Name, asthe Kings of Syria and Egyps did, 
would by no means pleafe a Republick, 
where fuch a thing had never been pra&i. 
fed, and where all the Subje&s pretended 
to be equal, and look’d upon themfelves as 
Brethren fprung from the fame Father, 
Hence it is that the Scripture , which com. 
mends the Jews for inferting this Subfcripti. 
on in the publick Records, The firft Tear un- 
der Simon , High Prieft, great Captain and? 
Prince of the Fews, fays nothing of the Coins. 
which he caufed to be ftampt at the fame 
time. Simen and his Brothers. were fo far 
refpeéted , as to be allowed to put their 
Names before that of the People inthe Let. - 
ters written in the Name of the Republick. 

1 Mace. VIII. 10. Judas Machabaeus, © fratres 
ejus, Cr populus Fudeorum. Chap. XII. v. 6, 

Fonathas fummus facerdos, C* Seniores gentis, 

& reliquus populus Fudeorum, Chap: XV. v; 

17. Simon princeps Sacerdotum , populus 
Judevrum. But the People quickly. refumed 
their Privilege of being above every Mem- 

ber of the Republick , tho.never fo confide. 
rable, What was granted to the three Bro- 

thers, as being the firft Reftorers of the Na- 
tion, was not tranfmitted to their Pofterity. 
At leaft, the High Prieft Judas; Grandfon of: 
Simon, ina Letter written. Eleven Years af. 
terthe Death of his Grandfather , appears 
like a private Man, next to the People and 

the Senate, 2 Maccab.1. 10. Populus qui eft 


Hierofolymu, O in Judea, pra & Fit- 
das. Nay, the Years of the High Priefts: 


were not then mentioned. in the publick Re- 
cords, as they had: been under Simon 

Tis therefore highly probable that this 
was the Reafon why Simon yielded to the 
People, and gave over ftamping Money 
with his Name. upon its and. indeed the 
Jems never had any fuch Coins but then. 
For thofe that have neither Simon's Name, 
nor any Date, but only their Value expref- 
fed upon them, are fo plainly of the fame 
Stamp with S:mon’s Medals,jand there is fuch 
a perfet&t Refemblance between them , that 


no impartial Mancan affert they were ftampt: 
at any other time. 


The 
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The Coins of the High Prieft Simon were 
only current in his ow Dominions ; and 
King Antiochus, Surnamed Evergetes, who 
pretended that Simon was his Vaffal, being 
informed that he coined Money of his own 
Authority, grew jealous of it. But becaufe 
the Pofture of his Affairs required that he 
fhould not fall out with Simon , he granted 
him the Privilege of coining Money, by an 
Edi put out three Years after: Permitte ti- 
bi facere percuffuram “4 numifmatu in tus 
regione, 1 Maccab. XV. 6. 

Laftly , the principal Inference arifiog 
from the unknown CharaGers of that Me- 
dal, is that they were not ftampt at Jerufa- 
lem. The Character call’d Samaritan, on the 
other fide of the Medal, was not therefore 
ftampt there ; nor confequently the other 
Medals call’d Samaritan. Neither of thofe 
two Charaéters can be afcribed to the Jews; 
and the pretended Samaritan CharaGer ne- 
ver was the common, or the holy Charatter 
of that Nation. Would the Jews have fuf- 
fer'd their holy Characters to be ftamped 
with profane Letters ? Thofe two different 
Chara&ters to be feen upon that Medal be- 
long therefore to one and the fame City in. 
habited by two Nations, each of which had 
preferved their way of Writing. Thus we 
fee many Medals with a Latin Infcription on 
the one Side, and a Greek one upon the e- 
ther. The Latin Chara€ter was that of the 
Emperor, and of the Roman Magiftrate, or 
of a Colony ; and the Greek that of the Ci- 
ty, or its ancient Inhabitants. The Gold 
Medal of Balduin Il. Emperor of er a 
nople, is Latin on the one Side, with the Ti- 
tle of Imperator, and Greek on the other , 
with the Title of Asavoms. The Medal 
of Hered , under whofe. Reign our Saviour 
was born, is a Greek: Medal, and’ was ftampt 
in Judea; not at Ferufalem, or by the Jews, 
but at Cefares by the Greeks. 

We need not therefore look out for an 
other Reafon, why the Medals of the Hig 
Prieft Simon have foreign Charaéters upon 
them, but becaufe they were coined in Se- 
maria; as there is no other Reafon, why 
many Medals of the ancient Emperors are 
ftampt with Greek Chara&ters, but becaufe 
they were made in Greece. For before we 
ean affirm that the Charaéter eall’d Samaritan 
is the ancient Hebrew, we muft be fure that 
it is not the Charaéter of the People fent in- 
0 Semeria by Salmanazar, The Samaritan 





Ifraclites, either before , or after the Epoch 
of thofe two Medals, might have adopted 
that fort of Writing, whenever they thought 
it proper, to diftinguifh themfelves from 
the Jews. But does it plainly follow from 
thence, that thofe Medals were made by 
them , or that chis Chara&ter was more an- 
cient in the holy Land, than thofe sfjrian 
Colonies ? Was a more ancient Chara&er 
feen in that Country ? The Phenician, to be 
found upon fome Medals of Tyre and Sidon , 
is no more like the pretended Samaritan, 
than Greek is like Arabick. How therefore 
can any body know chat the pretended Sa- 
maritan Character is not the Afjrian ? 

This Medal has fomething in it that is very 
fingular: We learn fomething, from what 
we can read , and much more from what 
we cannot read. I muft add, that al) the 
Confequences which I draw from my Con- 
jefure. about the unknown Characters of : 
that Medal, may be proved undeniably by 
many other Arguments, 

But the following Obfervation will fully- | 
convince the Reader of the Truth of my . 
Affertion, and make him more fenfible of- 
the Worth of the firft Medal, . It appears. . 
from that Coin in what City of Samaria the 
Medals call’d Samaritan have been ftampt. 
For the Schin (W) under the principal Lee. - 

end, on the left Side ,. was. inferted there 

r no other Reafon, but to denote the firft. . 
Letter of the City where that Medal was- 
coined. It is Sichem, the Capital City of ° 
Samaria, inhabited by a mad People, as we- 
read in Ecclefiafticus; that is, by.an idola-- 
trous People, whofe Power prevailed in 
that City, when that Author writ his Book. 
The Coiner imitated the Coins of the neigh». 
bouring Princes, efpecially thofe of the- 
Kings of Syria, upon which the City of an- 
tioch is only denoted by an A, which is the. 
firft Letter of its Name, and fometimes in 
the fame place where the Letter (yw) is to. 
be feen upon this Medal. To conclude,the- 
Chara&ter, commonly call’d Samaritan, was- 
in its firft Original a Charater belonging ro- 
an idolatrous eople , as well as that cate 
is joined with it in the Second Medal: In. 
fhorr, it was.the Charafter which rhe Inha- 
bicants of Sichem brought from sfjria, as} 
have endeavoured to make it out, Medals, 
which afford fuch Obfervations ,.can never 
be fufficiently efteemed, _. 
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If. 


An ANTIDOTE againft Arianifm : 
Being a {hort Expofition of that Part 
of the Athanafian Creed which relates 
tothe Trinity. Wherein the Dottrine 
of the VITAL TRINIFY « fet 
forth as reafonable and moft probable ; 
and that of the Modal one is made 
more apparently ablurd and {purious. 
By ERASMUS WARPEN, 
Recor of Worlington iv Suffolk. 
London, printed by J. H. for Henry 
and George Mortlock at the Phe- 
nix in St. Paul’s Church-yard, 1712. 
in 8v0, pagg. 263. besides a long Pre- 
face. 


HE Author is one of thofe Divines 

of the Church of England, who do 
not approve the common Notion of the 
Trinity, fuch as it has been explained by the 
Learned Bithops Pearfon, Stillingfleet, and 
Bul He appears very much difpleafed with 
that Notion ; and declares that he maf call 
black, black. The Readers will find that he 
has been as good as his Word. “ Suppofe 
“* (fay: be) Men of Wit and Learning 
“« fhould think and fay, declare and affirm, 
‘* print and publith , and wich all their 
“© Might maintain, that the Divine Perfous 
are Chips, or Straws, or Trifles, or Shadows: 
Would chey not thus infufferably difpa- 
rage and revile them? And pray, what do 
they do lefs, who aver them to be Modes 
© of Subffience? Put Straws and Modes into 
the Balance, or bring them to the Touch. 
ftone of a found Judgment, and they'll 
“be found of equal Weight and Worth - 
Or if either exceed in Levitry and Bafe- 
nefs; it muft be Modes. But then can he 
be vain in his Attempt, who defends 
God's Honour in this higheft Point , and 
againft fo heinous an Aftront ” ? 
“ Suppofe (continues our Author) we were 
upon the great Work of converting Infi- 
dels, and that good Succefs had fitted ma- 
ny for Baptifm. Then fhould fome of 
thofe be fo acute and penetrative ( which 
many Unbelievers are ) as to enter into 
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“ deep Difpute about Father, Son, and Holy 
Ghoft , in whofe Names Baptifm muft be 
adminiftred ; and fhould drive Things fo 
‘ far, as to find at laft tiiat they are srivia! 
Modes: What may we prefume would 
then be the Iffue ? Why, in all likelihood, 
they would contemn us Chriftians for our 
Religion ; and then fcorn our Religion 
upon God’s Account, And withal how 
would they ridicule us for, and upbraid 
us with our Devotions too ? For by find. 
ing them directed to Medes, they would 
foon perceive the Obje#s of our Worhhip 
to be inferior to, and much worfe than 
thofe of theirs , from which we would 
divert and draw them as unlawful. For 
while we call and count them rank Idola- 
ters for adoring Images, tho’ perhaps 
“ Golden Subftances: What will they 
reckon us, ‘when they underftand we ad- 
drefs to Modes, which to their Idols are 
but mere Shadows, and much forrier 
Things for Chriftians to proftrate to, and 
invocate by folemn Supplications ? 
Mr. Warren believes that the Three Di- 
vine Perfons are Three Lives, as we fhall fee 
hereafter; and maintains that fuch a Notion 
of the Trinity will very much contribute to 
the Honour of God, the Credit of his 
Church, the Eafe of good Chriftians, and 
the Difcouragement of Hereticks. ‘‘ How 
** can it comport (fays be ) with God’s ine 
“ finite Goodnefs, or confift with his infi- 
** mite Wifdom , and fo conduce to his Ho. 
nour and Glory, to make the main Article 
of Chriftian Faith fo puzzling and intricate, 
as that none of them yet could ever 
thoroughly underftand it themfelves, Or exe 
plain it competently unto others? , Nay, 
which is far worfe, and fo difhonouring 
to God as not to be endured; were Chri- 
ftians required to believe the Trimity ac- 
cording to the common Notion, or ftand- 
ing Model of it, in order to their futare 
Blifs; they muft then affent to a) thing 
impoffible, to a rank Contradiaion, and. 
to a notorious Lye, to obtain Salvation: 
Even that Three mere Modes are Three Divine 
Perfons, and fo every one of them Ged 
“ moft truly.. For the Body of ,Chric 
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ftians to recommend unintelligible things, 
and to impofe them on its Members; 
and induce People to {wallow them, to 
tell them they are profound Myfteries, 
“ when they are perfe& Nonfenfe 5, Whar 
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« can be more infamous and difparaging ? 
¢ _=How many Books have been writ- 
“ ten, and how many Difputes held about 
“ the Trinity in Unity? And what Heats 
“ have thefe raifed, and what Perfecutions 
“ eo00? To fay nothing of thofe Difquiet- 
“ ments and Diftrations of Mind, which 
“ good People have fuffered in relation to 
“ that Article. But the Do€trine of a Vital 
“ Trinity (thet #, Mr. Warren's Notion, ) 
“ throws out the Troubles whichthat of the 
“ Modal one occafioned, by throwing off 
“ the Difficulties which it contains ”. 

Our Author does not fcruple to affert, 
that all Chriftians have had a wrong Notion 
of the Trinity to this very Day. ‘* For 
“ Chriftians ( fays be ) to enjoy the bleffed 
“© Gofpel almoft 1702 Years; to be bapti- 
‘* zed into the Faith of a Trinity, and to 
‘¢ own and fucceflively profefs that they be- 
“ lieved it as a prime and fundamental Ar- 
“ ticle; and yet during all thofe Centuries, 
“ to have no Notion of it even amongft the 
“ moft Learned and Wife; but what was 
‘ light, and vain, and empty; filly, imper- 
“ tinent, and nonfenfical; to fay no worfe 
* (if fearch’d to the Bottom ) is not this 
“ fad and difmal to confider” 2 

It were to be wifhed, that Mr. Warren had 
laid afide all offenfive and unbecoming 
Words, fuch as Chips, Straws, Trifles, &c. 
When I gave an Account of a late Book en- 
tituled, The Scripture-Doérine of the Trinity. 
In Three Parts, % Gc. I obferved that the 
Author exprefles himfelf all along with 
great Modefty ; and indeed the Readers will 
not find any oftenfive Expreflion in the 
whole Book, , 

I proceed to lay down Mr. Warren's Noti- 
on of the Trinity in hisown Words. “* Al- 
‘* low (fays he) the Divine Effence to be an 
infinite Eternal Spirit, quicken’d and 
“* attuated by Three diftingt Lifes ; the Firf 
naturally and from Erernity {pringing up 
in it, and as naturally and eternally be- 
getting the Second LIFE; and they Two 
‘* by a hike propagative Power breathing or 
“ fending forth a Third, in which the proli- 
fick Force or Virtue of Divine LIFE was 
‘ fally fpent, and did finally terminate: 
“* And the adorable Trinity is moft perfea- 
“ ly and glorioufly conftituted, and I think 
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* intelligibly enough. For as here is an in. 
* finite SPIRIT which is the Effence , and 
“ fo isthe Root or Head of the TRINITA.- 
“ RIAN UNITY ; and which being com. 
** mon to all the Three LIFES that are in ir, 
“is equivalent to a particular Effence to 
‘€ each of them: So thoie LIFES being in 
‘* chat Effence, and vitally actuating it, and 


“* being infinitely perfect, and fo moft rati- 


“onal and intelligent, they actually become 


a perfenal TRINITY in the aforefaid ef. 
“ fential UNITY. They who cannor un- 
“ derftand this, I wifh they could”. Lee 
the Readers judge , whether this Notion is 
more intelligible than the common Do€trine, 
and whether the Author is like to get many 
Profelytes. Mr. Warren obferves, that we 
may the more readily affent to his Opinion, 
if we confider our own Nature and Contti- 
tution. “‘ For ( fays be) every Manis Three 
** ways enliven'd, and a€tually enjoys Three 
“ different Lifes.. A rational Life, whereby 
“* he’s able to think and difcourfe. A fen. 
tive Life, whereby he perceives Pleafure 
and Pain. And a vegetative Life, where- 
by he’s capable of Nutrition and Growth, 
** And when Three fuch Curious Lifes are 
complicated in us; we need not wonder 
that Three infinitely Glorious ones cons 
** center in God”. 

Our Author maintains, that the Trinity is 
no Myftery ; and his Book is interfperfed 
with fuch Reflexions upon the common No- 
tion of it, as we have feen above. Thofe 
who defire to have a more particular Ac- 
count of Mr. Warren's Opinion, may con- 
fule the Book it felf. 

I fhall only obferve, that the Author has 
fome other Opinions peculiar to him. He 
believes that the Three Divine Perfons have 
each of them an Image in Human Figure , {pmo 
bolically reprefenting their adorable Selves. 
That che Father has a Human Body , he un- 
dertakes to prove from £xed. XXXIIT 22, 
23. And it fhall come to pals , while my Glory 
paffeth by, that I will pus thee in a Clift of the 
Rock ; aud will cover thee with my Hand while I 
paft by. And Lwill take away my Hand, and 
thou foalt fee my Back Parts; but my Face shall 
not te feen. Mr. Warren fays it is manifelt 
from thefe Words, that God the Pather has 
a Human Body. “ For ( fays he) they men- 
‘© tion his Back Parts,which were feen ; and: 
“ his Fac?, which was not to be feen ; and 
“ his Hand, which was fo to cover Mo — 
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“* chat the ome might be feen, and mot the other. 
‘“€ Not that God was unwilling to fhew 
** Mofes his Face, but the Sight of it would 
have been fatal to his Life. The very 
“ Reafon God gave for his not feeing it, 
“* wy. 20. Thou canft not fee my Face, for no 
“ Man foall fee my Face and live. For were a 
“* bad Man co fee it, the Glory of it to bim 
** would be fo terrible, as to fright him to 
‘“* Death. And were a good Man to fee it, it 
‘* would fo influence his Soul, as delightful- 
“ Jy to exhale it ( let me fay ) out of his 
** Body , by its ravifhing and overpowering 
“ Sweetnefs. But then when God owns he 
‘* has a Face and Back Parts, and an Hand; 
‘* may he not have a Body of our Shape ”? 
The Author quotes fome other Paflages of 
the Old Teftament to prove that God the 
Father has a Human Body; and then pro- 
ceeds to fhew that God the Sonand God the 
Holy Ghoft had each of them a Human 
Form from the Beginning of the World. 

Mr. Warren tells us, that when the Angels 
faw ‘fo mean a Creature as Man ( made 
“ half of Duft) advanced to fo high a Pri- 
** vilege as partaking of God's Image by wear- 

ing a Body of the fame Figure with his; 
this might ftrangely fhock and difturb 
them. For thus they faw him ftampt 
with the moft illuftrious Signature, and 
crowned with the moft tranfcendent Glo- 
ry which in the Form of their Being they 
could afpire to. And when they beheld 
one fo inferior to themfelves, whofe Bedy 
was wholly from the Earth, and whole 
Abode was to be upon it, raifed fo high in 
the Divine Favour, and themfelves pafs'd 
by who were of a much Superior Order, 
and would have triumphed in chat rare 
Prerogative; this might move them to 
proud and {cornful Envy at their Fellow 
Creatures, and perhaps to unworthy 
Thoughts of God, if not to rebellious 
Carriage againfthim. And then no won- 
der that their finking deep in fuch heinous 
Sins, fhould be the Caufe of their woful 
Ruin”. Our Author looks upon this as 
a moft probable Account of the Occafion of 
the Pall of Angels. 

Here follows another Remark arifing from 
the Do&rine juft now mentioned, e be- 
lieved hitherto (fays Mr. Warren) that God 
had a Face, Eyes, Arms, Hands, Feet, &c. on- 
ly in a Figurative Senfe. ‘ But according 
** co the Notion Iam now upon, the Texts 
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“ {peaking thus , and relating to God, wil] 
“ be literally true , and need not be thoughe 
“* metaphorical in the leaft. And befides,ta. 
* king off the Harfhnefs of Scripture Paf. 
“ fages, by reftoring them to their prope 
“ Meaning, this will clearAnthropomorphites 
“ from their reputed Errors. And tho th 
“ were condemned for Hereticks , becaufe 
“ they attributed Human Shape to God; 
“* yet what they faid of him that way, will 
‘* thus appear to be Sound and Orthodox. 
Mr. Warren gives usa great Notion of the 
Strength of Man, had it not been for the 
Fall of Adam. “* Not only fingle Lion;, 
“ Bears, Wolves, or the like, but even Mul- 
“ titudes of them would have dreaded one 
‘* Man, and fled from him, as from their ° 
‘ formidable Lord and Mafter. For fuch 
mighty Force, as well'as ftern Afpe& and 
awtul Majefty, would they have perceiv. 
ed in him, that nothing would have been 
more dreadful to them than his feared 
Prefence , or the Accents of his Difpleae 
*‘ fure”. However, Mr. Warren does not 
believe, that if Man had preferved his Inte. 
grity, he would have been ftronger than an 
Elephant, or a Whale ; “‘ But (fays he) he 
* thould have carried Grandeur in his Coun- 
** tenance, and always have made fo Au. 
 guft a Figure, as would have ftruck fuch 
‘“* [error into Creatures about him , that e- 
ven the mightieft, fierceft and moft fa. 
vage of all, would never have dared to 
rebel againft him, or to offer any manner 
of Violence to him. And becaufe his 
natural Vifage and majeftick Port could 
caft fuch Dread upon Animals ; there was 
the lefs reafon for his having Strength 
** fuperior to theirs. For he could thus have 
** enrbed, and daunted , and fwayed them 
“ ftrangely by his perfonal Statelinefs , and 
“ prefential Influence , had he continued 
* Innocent ”. 





Ill. 


ABREGE'’ de l’Hiftoire des Plantes 
ufuelles, dans lequel on donne 
leurs noms differens , Francois & 
Latins, la maniere de {en fervir, 
la dofe , & les principales com- 
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ofitions de Pharmacie dans les 
quelles elles font employces, avec 
quelques 
ulages) Par J. B. CHOMEL, 
Docteur Regent en la Faculte de 
Medecine de Paris, de l’Acade- 
mie Royale des Sciences, & Con- 
{eiller Medecin ordinaire du Roy. 
A Paris, chez Charles Ofmonr, 
rue Saint Jacques, a l’Ecu de 
France. 1712. 


That is, 4 COMPENDIOUS Hi- 
frory of ufual Plants, containing their 
different Names in French and La- 
tin, and fhewing how they ought to be 
ufed ; their Dofe, and the chief Com- 
pofitions of Pharmacy in which they 
are employed, with {ome Obfervati- 
ons upon their Ufes. By J. B. 
CHOMEL, Doétor Regent of the 
Fuculty of Phyfick at Paris, Mem- 
ber of the Royal Academy of Sciences, 
and Phyfician in ordinary to the King. 
Paris, im 120. 1712. Pagg. 640. 
Befidis a Preliminary Difcourfe, 


HE ¥ Variety of Plants is fo great 
that moft young Men who apply 


themfelves to Botenicks, are imme- 
diately difcouraged from purfuing that Stu- 
dy. This Book will be very proper to bring 
them back to fuch a ufeful Science. The 
Author treats only of thofe Plants, which 
are of Ufe in Phyfick , and hardly exceed 
the Number of five hundred ; whereas all 
the Simples amount to ten thoufand and a- 
bove. Dr. Chomel has of late Years demon- 
{trated common Plants in a private Garden, 
which he keeps at his own Charges ; and he 
has thought fit to publifh this compendious 
Hiftory, in order to fave his Scholars the 
trouble of Writing , and to enable them to 
ftudy thofe Plants at leifure. They will 
find in this Work an exa& Account of the 
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Virtues of thofe Simples , that grow in our 
Woods and Meadows; to which the Au- 
thor has added an Account of the Foreign 
Drugs, extra&ed from Vegetables, and ufed 
in Phyfick: He gives a fhort Hiftory of 
them ; and they are to be found next to the 
French Plants at the end of each Clafs. If 
any one defigns to have aGarden of medicinal 
Plants, he may follow the Author’s Plan, 
wherein Dr. Chome! has been no lefs careful 
to help the Memory; than to direét the 
Judgment by a methodical Order, As for 
what concerns the Names of Plants, he 
makes a confiderable Enumeration of them, 
which muft needs contribute to the clear- 
ing of Botanicks, by removing the Ambigu- 
ity arifing from the Confufion of Names ; 
for in thofe Books that have been publitfhed 
hitherto upon this Subje&, one and the fame 
Name is fometimes applied to different 
Plants, and one and the fame Plant is fome- 
times denoted by different Words. In or- 
der to remove that Obfcurity , the Author 
having fet down the French Naines of each 
Simple,takes notice of theSynonymousLatin 
Words made ufe of by the moft celebrated 
Botanifts, who mention the fame Plants. 
Gafpar Bauhin , whofe Pinax or Di&tionary 
isin every body’s Hands, deferved in his 
Opinion to be quoted in the firft Place ; 
and then John Bauhin, whofe general Hifto- 
ry of Plants is an univerfal Bibliotheque of 
the Authors who writ before his time. Dr. 
Chomel does frequently quote upon the fame 
Subject Dodeneus , who publifhed a pretty 
exact Commentary upon Theophrafiw. He 
has not forgot neither the Synonymous 
Words made ufe of by Mr. Morifon, Mr. 
Tournefort, and Mr. Ray, when they thoughe 
it neceflary to place certain Plants under o- 
ther Kinds. The Authors, who have writ 
concerning the Virtues of Simples, or de- 
fcribed foreign Drugs , fuch as Tragus , Lo- 
bel , Clufius , Dalcchampius, Hernandes , Har- 
mans, Marcgavius, Pifo, and fome others, 
are alfo mentioned in this Catalogue. Dr. 
Chomel has not omitted fome Greck, Arabick, 
or barbarous Names ufed in Books relating 
to Pharmacy : In a Word, it may be faid 
that he has left out nothing , that can be of 
any Ufe to thofe who defire to get a perfect 
Knowledge of Vegetables, and to read thofe 
Authors who have treated of the Properties 
of Simples, and of the Compofitions of 
Pharmacy. a 
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Not contented to fet down the true 
Names of Plants, his chief Defign is to ena- 
ble young Phyficians to make a right Ufe of 
the Benefit arifing from thofe Plants. To 
that end he has carefully avoided a Fault to 
be obferved in the ancient Botanifts, and in 
molt of their Commentators, who beftow a 
great Encomium upon each Plant, without 
faying what Part of the Plant ought to be 
nied, what Dofe is requifite, and what Me- 
thod ought to be obferved in the ufe of it; 
and yet it isathing of great Confequence, 
the fame Plant having frequently different 
Virtues, according to its different Parts, and 
the juft Dofe of a Remedy contributing ve- 
ry much to the Succefs one ought to expect 
from it. Dr. Chomel has alfo avoided the 
Exaggerations of thofe, who commend ex. 
ceflively all the Plants they {peak of, and re- 
prefent them like fo many Panacea’s and uni- 
verfal Remedies : He is contented to name 
thofe Parts of each Plant that are moft ufed, 
and afcribes to them no other Virtues , but 
what are generally acknowledged. He makes 
alfo excellent Obfervations , colle&ted by 
him during his Practice of Phyfick, the 
Knowledge whereof will be of great ufe to 
make a right Application of Remedies. Be- 
fides, the Author has inferted in this Abridg- 
ment a fhort Enumeration of the chief Pre- 
parations of Pharmacy, wherein each Plane 
is ufed; which brings into the Readers 
Mind , at one and the fame time , the Vir- 
tues of acompourd and fimple Remedy. 

What remains is to give an Account of 
the Order which the Author obferves in this 
Hiftory. Moft of the Treatifes,chat have been 
written upon the fame Subjeé, are difpofed 
either in an Alphebetical Order, or accord. 
ing to the feveral forts of Plants. There is 
an Inconveniency im thofe Methods: The 
Plants that have different or contrary Vir- 
tues, are generally confounded; fo that 
when a Reader has a mind to chufe among 
thofe Simples, which have the fame Proper. 
ty, thofe that are more proper for a certain 
Difeafe, he muft be at the trouble of peru- 
fing a whole Catalogue. The Author's Me- 
thod is more judicious, fiace the Plants that 
have the fame Effe&, are difpofed in the fame 
Clafs, and may be perceived at one View. 
However that Method , tho never fo good, 
would be attended with an Inconveniency 
about the different Properties.of one and the 
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fame Plant, had not Dr. Chomel taken care 
to infert at the end of each Clafs, aCarald 

of certain Plants mentioned in other Chat 
fes, becaufe they have a Relation., by Rea. 
fon of their Virtues, with the particular 
Clafs wherein they are inferted. For Ip. 
ftance , the Marfh mallow , a fort of Herb 
moft generally ufed in DecoGions and emo}. 
lient Fomentations, is placed, as it ought to 
be, in thae Clafs which concerns emollienc 
Plants ; but becaufe the Root, the Flowers, 
and the Seed of that Plant are of great ufe 
for the Difeafes of the Breaft, and for thofe 
of the Bladder, and alfo fora Suppreffion of 
Urine ; the fame Plant is inferted again at 
the end of thofe Clafles where mention is 
made of Bechick and Aperitive Plants; 
which removes all Obfcurity. 

The Work confifts of two Parts, the firft 
whereof contains fix Claffes. The firft Clafs 
treats of purgative Plants, among which the 
Author has inferred Emetick Plants. Inthe 
fecond, Dr. Chomel mentions Bechick Plants, 
and thofe that make one Spit. In the third, 
thofe that are made ufe of to Sneeze. In 
the fourth, Hyfterick Plants. Inthe fifth, 
the Diuretick and Aperitive. In the fixth, 
the Diaphoretick and Sudorifick. 

TheSecondPart is divided into two Seii- 
ons. The firft Setion confifts of eightClaffes, 


the firft whereof contains Cordial and Alexi- 


terick Plants: The fecond, the Cephalick 
and Aromatick: The third , the Ophtal 
mick: The fourth , the Stomachick, and 
Anti-verminous: The fifth, the Febrifu- 
ges: The fixth , the Hepatick and Splenis 
tick : The feventh, the Carminative: The 
eighth, the Anti-fcorbutick. The fecond 
Se&ion is divided into five Clafles: The 
firft comprehends vulnerary Plants, firft the 
Vulnerary properly fo call’d, moft of which 
are aftringent, and then thofe that are De- 
terfive and Aperitive. The fecond Clafs 
contains Emollient Herbs : The third, the 
Refolutive: The fourth , the Anodyne and 
Soporiferous : And the fifth, thofe.that are 
cooling and thickening. 

Such is the general Divifion of this com- 
pendious Hiftory, and at the fame time.the 
Order in which Dr. Chomel has difpofed the 
Plants of his Garden , which he has pub- 
lickly demonftrated-with great Succefs for 
the Space of Three Years, 
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IV. 


*VARKS upom St. IRENAEUS. 
len one of the Authors of the Aéa 
Eruditorum. 


ERHAPS fome Readers will think, that 
P Father Maffuet fhould have inferted a 
Chapter in this Differtation ( upon the Life 
gnd Writings of St. Ireneus), to fhew how 
far one may give Credic to that Father. 
Mott of thofe, who read Hiftorical Books, 
don’t confider whether an Author lived at a 

reat Diftance from thofe of whom he fpeaks, 
and whether he writ long after them: They 
are contented to obferve whether he be ve- 
ry remote from their own Time. On the 
contrary , a wife Reader defires to know 
whether a Writer ( efpecially when he pub- 
lifhes che Hiftory of his Adverfaries) had a 
certain Knowledge of what he fays, and 
whether he writ with Impartiality. I am 
not ignorant that Tertullian calls St. Irenane 
omnium defrinarum curiofifimum exploratorem. 
But one may very well doube whether he 
deferved fuch an Encomium, fince it appears 
chat Father Maffwet himfelf gives us a better 
and a more Learned Account of the Origin 
of the Errors of the Gnofticks than St. Irena- 
w. That Father knew not that the Do&rine 
of thofe Hereticks was derived from the 
Theology of che Heathens, efpecially from 
that of Plato; and therefore ‘tis to be feared, 
he was not fufficiently skill’d in the Hiftory 
of Philofophy, and confequently not quali- 
fied to give a right Account of the Opini- 
ons of the Ancient Hereticks. Which being 
fo, I cannot blame Mr, Le Clere for giving 
his Judgment about St. Ireneus in thefe 
Words %: He was certainly a pivus Man, and 
very zealous for the Chriftian Religion; but 
thofe who have carefully read his Works, will 
never believe that-he was an Excellent Fudge of 
Dofrines. 


But left any one fhould chink, that I re- 


fle& upon the Memory of that Holy Man. 


without any Reafon, I fhall examine in a 
few Words thofe Two Articles, wherein he 
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defcribes the Herefies of the Nicolaitesand of — 
Simon Mage:; which he does without difco- 
vering any great Exa€tnefs and Learning. Ic 
plainly appears from what he fays of the Ni- 
colaites, that he knew nothing of their Here- 
fy, but what he had read in che Apocalypfe. 
And yet he boldly effirms, not only that 
they lived a very diforderly Life, as if the 
Herefy of the Nicolaites had prevailed in his 
own Time, but alfo chat Nicolas the Deacon, 
mentioned in the 4s, Chap. VI. v. ¢ was 
the Head of that Se&t. But if I make it a;« 
pear, that there never was a Seét of Here- 
ticks call'd Nicolaites ; it mut be confefs’d 
that Sc. Ireneus was over credulous, and a 
Man of little Judgment. Thofe who ad- 
vanced the fame thing afcer that Father, are 
more excufable, becaufe they look’d upon 
him as a credible Writer, who knew what 
he faid. Ic is an eafy thing to demonftrate , 
that there never was a Sc& of Hereticks, 
that went by the Name of Nicolaites Sc. 
John does not follow the Property of Words 
in his Apocelypfe, as any one may eafily 
perceive: His Style is wholly Symbolical 
and Enigmatical. And therefore when he 
mentions the Nicolastes, he does not fay they 
were a Set of wicked Men call’d by that 
Name ; but that fome Men in his Time 
were really Nicolaites, (cho not fo call'd) and 
might very well go by that Name. In the 
fame Senfe St. Jehu mentions Fezabel, v.20. 
not becaufe a Woman of that Name had oc- 
cafioned fome Difturbance in the Church , 
but becaufe many Perfons were like Fezabel, 
the Wife of King bab, and polluted the 
true Worfhip of God with Idolatry. They 
are reprefented under the Perfon of Fczabel, 
a Woman of a very ill Character, as the 
whole Kingdom of Antichrift, which had 
many Admuiniftrators, is reprefented ( Rev. 
XVII.) under the Perfon of a Whore dref- 
fed like a Queen. Thus Rev. VII. 4. and 
XXI. 12. Jfrael does not fignify the ews, 
but the Chriftians, who are true Jfraclites, 
and may be fo call’d with greater Reafon 
than the Fews. See Rom. IX. 6. In like 
manner, when it is faid, Rev. III. 9. that 
fome falfe Teachers had a mind to appear 
Jews, tho’ they were not Jews; the Word 
Jews fignifies thofe who profefsd the true 
Religion , as the Jews had done before. A- 
gain, Chap. VIII. v. 11. the Name of a 
great Impoftor is faid to be dLi Svs (Worm- 
wood ); but there xe was an omer 
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of that Name; and therefore it ought to be 
underftood of the thing it felf. For as 
Chrift, Mac. XVI.6. 11. and 22. cells the 
Do&rine of the Pharifees 2 /eaven; fo in 
this place the Doétrine of Mabomer (that 
Impoftor feems to be hinted at here ) is 
compared with Wormwcod. In fhorr, ! St. 
dohn himfelf teaches us in exprefs Words, 
Chap. XI. 8. that the Names mentioned ia 
that Book are not to be underftood in a pro- 
per Senfe, but wrevgarnes, fpiritually, We 
bave fome other Inftances of the like Nature 
in the Scripture. Ic is faid, ifs. VII. 14. 
that the Name of the Meffias fhall be Jmma- 
nuel, becaufe he is (cho he was not fo call’d) 
a true Immanuel, that is, God with us. See 
tfa 1X. 6. Matt. V.19. It plainly appears 
fiom what has been faid, that the Word 
Nicolaites is only a Symbolical Name. 
Thole Men were fo call'd, becaufe their 
VoGrine agreed with that of Bslaam menti- 
oned inthe foregoing Verfe. For Balaam 
fignifies in Hebrew Dominum populi, and ane 
{wers the Greek Word Nixsaz@. In the 
fame manner, Rev. IX. 11. the Name of a 
wicked Angel is faid to be Abaddon in He- 
brew, and Apellyon in Greek. See Rev. XVI. 
4. Wherefore thofe that are call’d Nicolaites, 
fhould have been call’d Balaamites in Hebrew, 
I add, that thofe very Men who are defcri- 
bed under the Name of Nicelaites, v. 14, 
and is. are reprefented under the Perfon of 
Yezabel, v.20. from whence it appears, that 
thofe Names ought to be underftood Sym. 
bolically in both places. I fhall not enquire 
anto the Dotrine of the Nicolaites, 
being contented to obferve, that it ought 
likewife to be underftood in a Myftical 
Senle: Which fhews the Miftake of thofe , 
who from the Words of the Apocalypfe 
have reprefented the Nicolaites as a Set of 
lewd and profil:gate Men. This is fufficienct 
to fhew, how Sc. Jrenaus was miftaken about 
the Nicolastes. I fhall conclude this Head 
only with this Obfervation, that St. Luke, 
who mentions Nicolas in the 4s, and the 
other Apoftles, whofe Epiftles are extant, 
fay nothing of Nicolas the Herefiarch , or of 
eny Hereticks call’d Nicolaites: But, had 
there been any Hereticks of that Name, ’tis 
hardly credible that they fhould not have 
been mentioned by any of thofe Holy Men, 
tho they had frequent Occafions to do ir. 

I proceed to the Second Head, wiz. the 
Eiffory of the Hereiiarch Signn Magu , 
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whereby the Authority of St. renens may. 
be weakened. Wedon'e read in St. Lyk, 
nor in the Epiftles of the Apoftles, that 5;. 
mon was an Heretick , or the Founder of a 
new Se&. If what is faid of him was true, 
it maft have happen’d during the Life of St. 
Luke, and of the Apoftles, whofe Writings 

are extant. Can any one believe that the 

wou!d have pafs’d over in Silence the Wor 
of fo great an Antichrift ? That Story does 
not feem to be made up of mere Fables; 
for a Fable is generally grounded upon 
fome Truth. I am perfuaded, after a careful 
reading of Irenaeus himfelf, that the fabulous 
Story, of which I am difcourfing , was oc. 
cafioned by one Simon a Gnoftick , with 
whom Simon Magus was confounded by the 
ancient Chriftians , according to the Conje. 
ure of Mr. Vitringa ( Lib. V. Obferv. Sacr. 
cap 12) and indeed we find feveral Vetti- 
es of the Do&rine of the Gnofticks in the 
iftory of Simon Magwns, as it is related by 
Irenaeus. The Refemblance of the Name 
occafioned his being placed among Herefi- 
archs ; which was the more eafily done, be- 
caufe in the firft Times of Chriftianity the 
Memory of Things was noe preferved in 
Writing, but only by Word of Mouth. 
When it came to be the general Opinion, 
that Simon Magus had been an Heretick, the 
following Age undertook to adorn that Sto- 
ry with feveral Circumftances , and to give 
fome Inftances of his magical Art. It was 
not enough to know from St. Luke, that he 
had exercifed the Art of Magick in Sama- 
ria: The {purious Clement and Nicephorus 
thought it neceflary to give a large Account 
of his Feats. Accordingly they gave out 
that he flew in the Air,that be rurned Stones 
into Bread , that he aflumed feveral Shapes, 
O:. From whence arofe another Story 
concerning his laft Flight, which proved 
very fatal to him , by Reafon of St. Peter's 
Prayers. Dr. Ittigivs has difcovered the 
Origin of that Fable, Diff de Haref. Se. 1. 
cap. 2..8.. After all, we need not wonder 
that fo many Fables fhould have been in- 
vented about Simon Magus, fince the like Im- 
poftors did not {pare St. Cyprian, as ap- 
pears from the {purious Confeffion afcribed 
to him, wherein we find that he had a great 
Skillin the Art of Magick. The Learned 
Bifhop Fed does very much complain of fuch 
Impoftures in his excellent Preface to that 
Confeffion. But to return .to Simet the 
Gnoftick 
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Gnoftick , we may learn what his Do&trine 
was from freneus’s Narrative ; for what he 
faid concerning the Enweea and Angels who 
made the World , does perfe@ly agree with 
the extravagant DoG&rines of the other 
Gnofticks. I thall only obferve that the Fa- 
ble relating to Selena, whom the latter Gno- 
fticks changed into Helena, was alfo derived 
from the ov@ujiae of thofe Hereticks, as it 
plainly appears from St. Irenaeus. That Fa- 
cher tells us , that Simson faid he appeared in 
Samaria in the Perfon of the Father, in Ju- 
desinthe Perfon of the Son , and among 
other Nations under that of the Holy Ghoft. 
This Lie was afterwards drefled up more 
handfomely, and made more credible ; for 
Sc. 4uftin makes him fay that he delivered the 
Law upon Mount Sinai in the Perfon of the 


Father ; that in the Reign of Tiberius he ap-. 


peared inthe Perfon of the Son; and at 
Jaft that he was the Holy Ghoft , and came 
down upon the Apoftles in fiery Tongues. 
How different is this Account from the 
firft? Ic is no difficult thing to find out the 
Origin of that Story. We may very well 
fuppofe that Simon the Gnoftick perverted 
the Do&rine of the Trinity , as other He- 
reticks did, and that being afraid the Form 
of Baptifm might occafion the Belief of 
Three Gods, he made it his Bufinefs to teach 
that there is but One God , who manifefted 
himfelf as a Father in the Old Teftament ; 
and then having afflumed the Nature of a 
Man, appeared as a Son amongthe Jews ; 
and at laft came to the Gentiles , and con- 
verted them by the Holy Ghoft , and the 
Miracles wrought by the Apoftles. Thus 
what Simon the Gnoltick faid of God , was 
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afcribed to Simon Magus, as if he had {poke ic 
of himfelf. The thing: was fo contrived-to- 
render the Memory of that Man more odi- 
ous , and becaufe fuch a Story might eafily 
be credited , fince the Scripture fays the Sa- 
maritans look’d upon him as the Great Pow- 
er of God. Afterwards that Story came 
out with new Flourithes ; for St. ferom tells 
us that Simeon Magus {aid; Ego fum Sermo Dei, 
ego fpeciofus, ego Paracletus , ege omnipotens , 
ego omnia Det. . 

I don’t pretend to affirm that St. Irenans 
= not to be credited in any thing. 
What he fays of the Valentinians is the more 
credible, becaufe he had read the Books of 
Valentinus's Difciples , and endeavoured to 
learnthe Opinions of the Valentinians b 
converfing with fome of them, ashe tells, — 
us in the Preface to the firft Book. He ob- 
ferves in the fame Place that Ptolemy a Va- 
lentinian flourifhed in his Time ; and there- 
fore he might eafily come to the Knowl 
of his Do&rine. He fays (Book I. Cb, 1. 
9.) that he had learn’d the Errors of the a. 
lentinians from the Confeffion of fome Wo. 
men, converted to the Orthodox Faith, and 
(Book I. Ch. 29. ) that he had read the Wri- 
tings of Marcion. Perhaps the Teftimony 
of thofe Women is not much to be depend- 
edupon. The Doétrines of the Gnofticks 
were very obfcure and myflerious ; and 
therefore one may be apt to think that thofe 
Women could hardly have a true Notion of 
them, and that they only difcovered the 
Crimes of fome few Valentinians, which Sc. 
Irenaeus afcribed to the whole Se@: I fhald 
fay no more upon this Subje&. 





VENICE. 


VM Trivifano has begun to publifh his 
‘VJ. Philofophical Le&ures, which he 
has dedicated to the Senate. 


Curfus Philofophicus Bernardi Trivifano Viri 
Patricii ex SC Philofophie Le&oris. Ann. 1, 
Venesiis. 1312, ia 8vyo pagg- 157 


Here follow’ the Titles of the Le@ures 
soatained in this Fir Volume. 1. Univer 





fal G prima Prolufio, 2 Prima difpefitio de 
contemplatrice Philofophia, 3. De Ente Maxime, 
4. DeDivinis Attributis. § _De Bonitate Dei. 
6, De Veritate. 7. De Aiternitate. 8. De 
Facunditat:. 9 De Creatione. 


BERLIN. 


E have had more Hebrew. Biblee 

_ printed withia thefe Twelve Years, 

than before ever fince the Invention of Prin. 
ting. During all that time there was buc 
ene 
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One Edition of the Hebrew Text publifhed st 
Francfert upon the Oder in 1594. whereas 
it has been reprinted here Three Times of 
late Years. The Title of the laft Edition 
runs thus: 


Biblia Hebraica, in gratiom Philologorum 
recens cdita : Sabjungitur Cl. Job Leufdeni Ca- 
tolegus 2294 feleBorum verfuym , quibus omnes 
woces V.T. compinentur. Ex officina D. E. Fe- 
blonski, D. &c. Berelini. Anno Domini 1712. 
ig 2. 


This Bible has been carefully corre&ed by 
a Learned Jew, and by another Perfon after 
him. It is neatly printed with Points and 
pe according to the Rules of the Ma- 
orets. 


HELMSTAD. 


T# E Abbot Schmide has lately publithed 
the Second Past of Sagittarius’s Intro- 
duftio ad Hiftoriam Ecclefafticam, the greateft 
Part of which has been compofed by the 
Abbot himfelf. 


LUNENBURG. 


R. Webrenberg has put out an Expofiti- 

on of the Lind Chapter of J/aiah. 

It appears from his Preface that the Divines 

of Hamburg, Lubeck, and Lunenburg , have 

agreed to write upon the whole Bible in the 

eae Method, chiefly with a Defign to fup- 

refs thofe falfe Explications, which have 
tie lately farted up. 


HANOVER. 


R. Leibnitz is publithing a Colle&ion 
entituled CodeHanca Etymologica, to 
which he has added an Excellent Preface, 


wherein he treats de variis Lingue Germanice 
atatibas, 


PARIS. 


R, de la Moshe has publifhed a French 
Ode in Praife of the Duke a’ Aumont. 
The Picture of the Court, and that of the 


AvaustT 
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Duke, ate fufficient to thew that the Lyrick 
Genius of that Poet is not exhaufted. 


Il eft un {jour ou prefide 
L’infatiable vanité ; 
D’ou la politeffe perfide 
A banni Ja fincerité ; 
Ou, par la crainte mercenaire, 
La juftice eft comme étrangere . 
Immolée aux moindres égards ; 
Ou le gant art de fe feduire, 
L’art de fe flater pour fe nuire 
Tient lieu lui feul de cous les arts. 


Eloge plus vrai que croiable! 

C’eft dans ce fejour dangereux 

Que d’Aumone eft fimple, équitable, 
Sincere, tendre & genereux. 

C’eft 1a qu’au devoir attentive, 

Sa bouche prudemment naive 

Ne {cait ni nuire, ni flater. 

Du moins a fa candeur difcrete 
Applaudit I'eftime fecrete 

De qui n’ofe pas limiter. 


TOULOUSE. 


| ees Mourgues a Jefuit , Regius Profcffir 
in this Univerfity, has fent to the Prefs, 
A Theological % Plan of Pythagorifm , and 
other Learned Sefs of Greece, in order to clear 
the Polemical Works of the Fathers againft the 
Heathens. 

That Work confifts of Two Volumes. 
The firft contains an Expofition of the The- 
ology of the Heathens in Ten Letters, two 
of which come out every Month. Five of 
thofe Letters concern the Supreme God, and 
the other five , the inferior Deities. The Se- 
cond Volume contains a Confutation of 
that Theology in twelve Difcourfes, or Dif- 
fertations, being the Therapeutice of Theodo- 


ret, tranflated into French and attended with 
Notes. 


Fheological Letters contained in the Firft 
Volume. 
The Ift treats of the Unity of God, ac- 
kno wledged by the Learned Heathens. 





HM The Proje of that Work may be fem jn 
the Lt Volume of shefe Memoirs, 


The 





=. ... 
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The IId, fix remarkable Diftinktions, 


which they made between the Supreme God 
and the inferior Deities. 


The IId , Of the sAtheiftical Heathens , 
fhewing that moft of thofe who were fo 
call’d, acknowledged the Supreme God, and 
only rejected Inferior Gods. 


The IVth, Of the Platonick Trinity, or the 
three Hypoftafes, which the Platonifts admic- 
ted in the Supreme God, 


The Vth, Of the fame Hypoftafes more at 
large. 


The Vith , Of the philofophical Gods of 
the firft Clafs , that is, of vifible Gods , viz. 
the World and the Stars ,-according to the 
Theology of the Heathens. 


The VIIth, Of the philofophical Gods of 
the fecond Clafs, that is, of invifible Gods, 
wiz, the Genii. 


The VIIIth, Of the popular Gods of the 
firft Clafs, viz. the Mythological Gods. 


The IXth, Of the popular Gods of the 
fecond Clafs, viz. Idols. 


_ The Xeh, Of the chief Praétices obferved 
m the Worfhip of the Heathens, viz. Divi- 
uation, Sacrifices, andthe Celebration of Feafts. 


Father Mowrgues has prefixed to thofe ten 
Letters a Preliminary Letter, wherein he 
takes notice of the Beauty , Strength , and 
Method of the Works of the Fathers againit 
the Heathens. There is alfo at the end of 
this Volume, another Letter containing 
three great Articles, on which the wife 
Heathens grounded all their Morality, viz. 
The Immortality of the Soul ; the Judgment of 
the Dead; and the Metempfychofs ; from which 


they expe&ted their Reward or Punith- 
ment. 


The Twelve Difcourfes of Theodoret, which 
make up the Second Volume. 


The Ift treats of Faith 
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The IId, Of the Principle of all Things; 


The IlIld , Of Angels , Gods , and De. 
mons. 


The IVth, Of Matter and the World 
The Vth, Of the Nature of Man. 
The Vith, Of the Divine Providence. 
The ViIcth, Of Sacrifices. 


The VIIIth, Of the Honour paid te 
Martyrs. 


The IXth, Of the Laws. 

The Xth, Of true and falfe Oracles. 
The XIth, OF the laft Judgment. 
The XIIth, Of practical Virtue. 


The Readers will find two Apologetich | 
Letters prefixed to this Second Volume. In 
the firft, the Author juftifies the Opinion of 
Theoderet, and other Fathers of the Church, 
concerning the Reign of Semiramis in the time 
of Abraham, agatnft Porphyry , and Archbi- 

op Ujber. In the fecond, he undertakesto » 
clear and vindicate the Opinion of the fame - 
Fathers about the Oracles of the Heathens againft - 
Mr. Van Dale. 


PARIS. 


AN Author has publifhed fome Lyrick : 
Pieces, tho they have not appeared up- 
on the Stage. 


Theatre Lyrique, avec une Preface on Tom - 
traite du Poeme del’Opera, & la Réponfe dane - 
Epitre Satyrique contre ce Speftacle, par M. Le. - 
Br. Paris. 1712. im 12. pagg. 318. » 


Mr. Le Br. has thought fit to print thofe 


Pieces, becaufe fome Authors have ftolen 


from him fome of his Notions, which he - 
had communicated to them out of Complai- 
fance ; and he hopes the like Injuftice will 


be prevented, (at leaft for the time to “— 
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by the Impreffion of his Poems. ‘Tis crue 
ie Aushed might have avoided that Incon- 
veniency , by getting his Pieces reprefented 
upon the Stage; but he was afraid of doing 
it. Mufick (fays he) does fometimes fer 
off Words; but fometimes it leflens their 
Besuty, when inftead of keeping to its 
Model, it departs from it to take its own 
Flight. If the Talent of Poetry end that of 
Mufick were to be met together in one and 
the fame Perfon , one might expect to fee a 
perfect Opera; but fuch a thing is not to be 
found. Befides, the Author complains ot 
fome other Inconveniences. Sometimes 
(fays he) a Mufician , who has not common 
Senfe, and a Direftor of Spettacles no lefs 
fantaftical than ignorant , will require from 
an Author that he fhould mend or {trike out 
a Paflage, becaufe chey don’t like it , tho it 
be the fineft in the whole Work. A judici- 
ous Author cannot bear it, and gives over 
the Thoughts of having his Piece ated upon 
the Stage. 

The Author makes fome Obfervation up- 
on the Origin of the Opera, and fhews 
what Notion one ought to have of it. Tho 
shat Speftacle was unknown to the Ancients, 
yet they have helped us to inventit. Sing- 
ing and Dancing were in Ufe upon the A¢he- 
nian Stage: The Venetians are the Firft who 
brought Opera's into Vogue: They have 
been perfeéted by the French. That Poem, 

roperly {peaking , is a Monfter in Poetry. 

error i Compaffion are the Obje&s of 
Tragedy; and the Defign of Comedy is to 
inftruét and reform the Manners. Opera's 
have hardly been any thing elfe hitherto, 
but an Amufement for idle Spe&tators , and 
thofe who love Mufick; and "tis no eafy 
thing totell what is the Defign of that Poem. 
The Amorous Intrigues of the Gods are ge- 
nerally the Subje& of an Opera; but the 
Author wifhes the Gods fhould fay and do 
nothing that contradi€ts their Chara€ter. 
The Poem of the Opera may be compared to 
thofe Women, whofe Sight is very agree. 
able, tho their Features are not regular ; or 
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to thofe Edifices which pleafe the SpeQator 

tho the Rules of Archite@ture have not bee, 
exactly obferved. It frequently falls oye 
that feveral Parts, oddly put together, make 
up a whole no lefs pleafing, than if they had 
heen difpofed in a very good Order. Con. 
ftraint occafions Drinefs and Infipidity : Per. 
feftion does not always afford the greareft 
Pleafure. The Author infers from thofe 
Obfervations, that notwithftanding the Pre. 
judices of fome Criticks againft the Opers, 
there is no Spectacle more magnificent and 
amulfing, if ic be well performed. He is 
none of thofe, who pretend that an Opera 
cannot be read with any Pleafure. If ir be 
a forry Poem, fays he, Mufick will not make 
it better. If it be good, ic will pleafe of it 
felf. He compares a: fine Opera without 
Mufick to a beautiful Woman without Paint. 


The following Book is lately come out. 


Memoires de Montecuculi Generalifime des 
Troupes del Empereur; ou Principes de I Art 
Militaire en general, divifex em trois -Livres, 
Traduits a’ Italien en Francois par * * * @ de. 
diez 2 Som Alt fe Screniffime M. le Prince de 
Conty. Avec des Figures en Taille douce, Paris. 


3712. im 12, pagg. 441. 


The Publick is indebted to the late Prince 
of Conty for thefe Memoirs. He brought 
them from Hungary, tranfcribed from the 
Original belonging to Prince Charles of 
Lorrain; and they have been tranflated into 
French by his Order. The Tranflator ( Mr. 
Adam ) informs us that the Copy-he made ufe 
of, was larger and more corre& than that 
which was printed at Cologne. He adds, 
that the Numbers and the proper Names 
are very faulty in this laftCopy,and that many 
Paflages of Two or Three Pages are wan- 
ting in it. Mr. Adam has added: feveral 
Notes to his Tranflation , and prefixed to it 
a fhort Account of the Author's Life. 
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